This article looks at the issue of enforced disappearances of migrants during their migratory journey or once they have reached their destination, a subject yet to be addressed in the literature. It examines how the legal and analytical framework provided by international human rights law and migration law applies to enforced disappearances of migrants. It then reviews the factors that contribute to this phenomenon in different contexts, including the disappearance of migrants for political reasons, those that take place in detention and deportation processes and those that take place within the context of migrant smuggling and trafficking.
Introduction
In April 2011, forty-seven clandestine graves were discovered in the municipality of San Fernando in Tamaulipas, Mexico. They contained the remains of 193 people, including many missing migrants. 1 Today, the families of these victims are still seeking truth and justice, and it has not yet been established who was responsible for this tragedy.
While the disappearance of migrants 2 is a phenomenon that is increasingly being documented by civil society, particularly the media and human rights organizations, it seems that the international community has so far failed to respond satisfactorily to this crisis. The Working Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances (WGEID or the Working Group), 3 a Special Procedure of the United Nations (UN) Human Rights Council, submitted a thematic report to the Council on this subject in September 2017, in addition to its annual report. 4 The WGEID had previously addressed the issue briefly in 2016 in an interim report published in its annual report 5 and has had occasion, over the years, to deal with cases involving situations in which individuals had 1 Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, OEA/Ser.L/V/II. Doc. 48/13, 30 December 2013, para. 23. 2 For the purposes of this article, the term "migrant" refers to any person outside the State of which he or she is a national, including refugees, asylum-seekers and people who migrate for economic or work-or climate-related reasons. On this subject, see Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), "Mixed Migration", available at: www.unhcr.org/mixed-migration.html (all internet references were accessed in October 2017 emigrated from their country of origin to avoid becoming victims of enforced disappearance. 6 This article, however, focuses specifically on enforced disappearances of migrants who go missing while in transit or once they have reached their destination, an issue yet to be explored in the literature. First, it examines how the legal and analytical framework provided by international human rights law, normally used to address "enforced disappearances", applies to the situation of missing migrants. It then reviews the factors that contribute to enforced disappearances of migrants and, finally, looks at some of the different contexts in which they occur, including the abduction of migrants for political reasons, those that take place in detention and deportation processes and those that take place within the context of migrant smuggling and trafficking.
International law and the disappearance of migrants
This article therefore addresses the question of enforced disappearances of migrants within the meaning of international human rights law. It should be noted that the legal concept of "enforced or involuntary disappearance" is distinct from that of "missing", as defined in international humanitarian law (IHL). 7 Under IHL, a missing person is someone whose whereabouts are unknown as a result of armed conflict. In this regard, Additional Protocol I to the Geneva Conventions provides that the parties to an international armed conflict must facilitate the search for persons reported missing in this context, as soon as circumstances permit. 8 Enforced disappearances, on the other hand, are governed by international human rights law and consist of the arrest, detention, abduction or any other form of deprivation of liberty by agents of the State or by persons or groups of persons acting with the authorization, support or acquiescence of the State, followed by a refusal to 6 There is no specific international instrument that deals with enforced disappearances of migrants. This question must therefore be examined in light of the various international legal instruments that cover enforced disappearances and those that govern the rights of migrants. At the universal level, the legal framework for enforced or involuntary disappearances is provided by two main instruments: the Declaration on the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance 10 (the Declaration) and the International Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance 11 (ICPPED or the Convention). The Declaration, the first instrument dealing specifically with enforced disappearance, was adopted by the UN General Assembly in 1992. It defines enforced disappearance and sets out the duties of States in terms of prevention, sanction and compensation. It contains provisions concerning the detention and release of people deprived of their liberty, which can lead to enforced disappearances if not carried out in accordance with international law.
The Convention, adopted in 2006, "reiterates and in some respects improves and complements the principles set out in the Declaration in relation to the definition of disappearances, their criminalization at the national and international level and prevention, punishment and reparation". 12 It makes protection against enforced disappearance a non-derogable right, 13 stipulating that "[n]o exceptional circumstances whatsoever … may be invoked as a justification for enforced disappearance". 14 Unlike the Declaration, the Convention applies only to those countries that have ratified it, numbering fiftyeight to date. 15 These two instruments make reference to the same concept of "enforced or involuntary disappearances" and concern (1) any person who has been abducted, arrested or detained (2) by agents of the State (or groups or individuals acting with the consent or acquiescence of the State), (3) with a refusal to acknowledge the deprivation of liberty of that person.
There are also other instruments that refer to the question of enforced disappearances, such as, at the regional level, the Inter-American Convention on Forced Disappearance of Persons, 16 and the Rome Statute in international criminal law. 17 Migrants' rights are guaranteed by numerous norms of international law, enshrined in international human rights law and international migration law as well as in specific conventions. The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) stipulates that everyone is free to leave any country, including his or her own, 18 and that an alien lawfully in the territory of a State party to the Covenant may only be expelled in pursuance of a decision reached in accordance with the law. 19 It also provides that "[e]ach State … undertakes to respect and to ensure to all individuals within its territory and subject to its jurisdiction the rights recognized in the … Covenant, without distinction of any kind". 20 This provision confirms the principle of non-discrimination and stipulates that migrants are entitled to have their rights respected by the host State despite not being citizens. 21 The Human Rights Committee has also stated that:
In general, the rights set forth in the [ICCPR] apply to everyone, irrespective of reciprocity, and irrespective of his or her nationality or statelessness. Thus, the general rule is that each one of the rights of the Covenant must be guaranteed without discrimination between citizens and aliens. 22 The Convention relating to the Status of Refugees 23 and the Protocol relating to the Status of Refugees 24 deal specifically with the rights of refugees. One of the former's key principles is enshrined in Article 33(1), which stipulates that "[n]o … State shall expel or return ("refouler") a refugee in any manner whatsoever to the frontiers of territories where his life or freedom would be threatened on account of his race, religion, nationality, membership of a particular social group or political opinion". The corollary to this obligation is that States must accept individuals who would be in danger if they returned to their country of origin. This principle of non-refoulement is a rule of customary international law 25 that must be observed by all States. 26 The International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families, adopted in December 1990, reaffirms that the human rights of migrants must be respected without discrimination, regardless of whether they have legal status or permanent residence in the country in which they are living. It also provides that all migrant workers have the right to leave any State, including their country of origin, 27 a right that is also guaranteed in the Convention on the Rights of the Child 28 and the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. 29 The Convention against Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment 30 prohibits States from expelling, returning or extraditing a person to another State where there are substantial grounds for believing that he or she would be in danger of being subjected to torture. 31 Lastly, the Protocol to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Trafficking in Persons, Especially Women and Children, supplementing the UN Convention against Transnational Organized Crime 32 (also known as the Palermo Protocol), aims to combat human trafficking, a crime that many migrants fall victim to. Although these norms each deal with specific issues and have their own scope of application, their overlapping and intersection give rise to a body of law covering prevention, investigation, sanction and reparation for enforced disappearances of migrants, resulting in a series of obligations, which are discussed further below.
Factors that contribute to enforced disappearances of migrants
A number of factors contribute to the occurrence of enforced disappearances of migrants. It is evident that migrants are generally exposed to situations that heighten their vulnerability. 33 They are often fleeing from armed conflicts or violence and suffer socioeconomic hardships and are frequently victims of discrimination. 34 The Working Group has repeatedly underlined the close relationship between these factors and enforced disappearances as a phenomenon. 35 Another factor is that crimes against migrants often go unpunished, in many cases because the victims lack effective access to justice or because they are reluctant to report the perpetrators for fear of jeopardizing their own position. 36 Furthermore, the fact that migrants sometimes travel without valid documents makes them, in a sense, "invisible" to the authorities, hampering efforts to prevent and investigate disappearances. This difficulty is further compounded by the lack of reliable data and statistics on migration and the disappearance of migrants.
As discussed at greater length below, it goes without saying that the security and immigration policies adopted by some States, 37 the militarization of borders and the criminalization of irregular migration put migrants in greater danger, increasing their vulnerability. 38 Lastly, the language and discourse used by some State authorities when referring to migrants -associating them with security threats and criminality -only serve to exacerbate this trend, exposing victims to greater risks of suffering violations and discrimination. Protection of migrants from enforced disappearance: A human rights perspective
Enforced disappearances of migrants for political reasons
Emigration can sometimes be a way for political opponents to flee repression in their country of origin. 40 In some cases, however, this self-imposed exile does not ensure their safety because the State of origin continues to pursue them beyond its borders, enlisting the help of the host State. Many migrants have become victims, in the host country, of enforced disappearances with a transnational component. In some cases, they were captured by agents of the State of origin in the host country, often with the consent or complicity of the latter, while in others they were captured by agents of the host State at the request of the State of origin, often using intelligence provided by the latter to identify and locate them. Frequently, individuals were secretly detained and tortured in the host country before being handed over to the State of origin, never to be seen again. Cross-border operations of this kind have sometimes been carried out under bilateral or multilateral agreements, with varying degrees of formality and secrecy.
One example is the large number of political opponents and refugees (including politicians and members of guerrilla groups, but also teachers, students, trade union leaders, etc.) who disappeared as a result of such practices in the period from 1970 to 1980 in South America, mainly Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Paraguay and Uruguay, which were countries that had adopted very repressive national security policies during the Cold War. Although these operations were initially carried out under bilateral counter-insurgency agreements, 41 a multilateral agreement was signed in 1975 by these States under which they coordinated their actions in what has become known as Operation Condor. 42 In many cases, the final outcome of these secret abductions was enforced disappearance. The conduct of Operation Condor has been the subject of a number of reports and decisions of the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, the Inter-American Court of Human Rights (IACtHR) 43 and the UN Human Rights Committee. 44 The Working Group has also dealt with many cases of enforced disappearances perpetrated in the context of this operation, specifically targeting migrants who had fled to other countries to escape repression at home -for example, the numerous Uruguayan refugees captured in 47 The Working Group has examined reports of cross-border abductions of migrants who had taken refuge in various countries. For example, Uzbek migrants who had fled to Kazakhstan were reported to have been captured by the Uzbekistan authorities, 48 and Afghan refugees in Pakistan were allegedly abducted by people acting on behalf of the Pakistani authorities. 49 More recently, the Working Group received allegations that nationals of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea who had crossed the border into China to avoid persecution had been captured by Chinese officials and repatriated, after which some of them were subjected to enforced disappearance. 50 This practice has also been described by the commission of inquiry on human rights in the Democratic People's Republic of Korea. 51 It could also be argued that some of the bilateral and multilateral operations carried out today against migrants as part of measures to counter terrorism fit into this category. 52
Enforced disappearances following the arrest and detention of migrants
Although the administrative detention of migrants entering a country without valid documents should be a measure of last resort, given that deprivation of liberty can 45 Protection of migrants from enforced disappearance: A human rights perspective seriously curtail the exercise of fundamental rights, 53 it is increasingly used by a great number of States 54 as a way of deterring irregular immigration and discouraging asylum-seekers. 55 There are national laws in place that explicitly provide for migrants entering the country in an undocumented manner to be arrested and detained, so that the authorities can identify them and take a decision on their immigration status. Many international and non-governmental organizations have emphasized that entering a country irregularly does not, under any circumstances, constitute a crime and should certainly not be considered a valid ground for detention. 56 Criminalizing irregular entry into a country exceeds the legitimate interest of States to control and regulate irregular migration. 57 The IACtHR has stated on several occasions that immigration detention should never be used as a punitive measure; it should only be employed when strictly necessary and as a means of protecting against attacks on fundamental rights. Any other use would constitute an abuse of the State's punitive powers. 58 Although States have broad powers to determine who they allow inside their borders, those wishing to enter should only be detained as an exceptional measure when fundamental interests are violated. 59 In addition to affecting migrants' right to freedom, immigration detention can also lead to disappearances. The lack of proper detention procedures or the failure to implement them can facilitate the commission of such crimes. The Office of the UN High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) has observed that immigration detention is, in some countries, one of the most opaque areas of public administration, and few countries have established an independent monitoring mechanism for such detentions. 60 It has also been noted that some States do not collect disaggregated immigration detention data for certain groups, do not have statistics on the status of detained migrants or simply do not hold information on the number of asylum-seekers being held in detention. Opaque immigration detention procedures also make it difficult to obtain accurate data and document specific cases. In spite of this, various bodies have identified practices that can give rise to enforced disappearances. For example, civil society organizations have reported that Thailand does not have an adequate legal framework in place to deal with asylum cases, making the stay of refugees and asylum-seekers in the country uncertain. 63 Procedures seem to vary from one case to another, and this leaves detainees more vulnerable to human rights violations, including enforced disappearances. Similarly, in Russia, it has been reported that police carry out raids in places frequented by migrants, and that those arrested and detained typically have no access to legal counsel or translators and are not allowed to inform their families of their situation. 64 International organizations have also indicated that Libya has no framework to deal with asylum claims, 65 and that various actors are involved in detaining migrants there (coastguard, border officials, soldiers, police officers, smugglers, traffickers, etc.). State officials and non-State actors often take migrants to detention centres where there is no formal registration and no access to lawyers. 66 These examples illustrate how immigration control measures can lead to the disappearance of migrants when they do not take into account the obligations that States have under the Declaration and the Convention, particularly the requirements to hold migrants deprived of their liberty in officially recognized places of detention, to formally register their detention and to ensure that they have access to justice.
While these immigration control practices do not always constitute an enforced disappearance stricto sensu, as defined in international law, they do make migrants more vulnerable to it and may trigger State responsibility. In this regard, it is worth noting that the drafters of the Convention included provisions aimed at preventing enforced disappearances that require the States Parties to keep an up-to-date official register of all persons detained and transferred, with details of the place of detention where they are being held. 67 It is also specified that "[all] persons deprived of liberty must be released in a manner permitting reliable verification that they have actually been released and, further, have been released in conditions in which their physical integrity and ability fully to exercise their rights are assured". 68 Detained migrants who have not been duly registered or are released without their safety being ensured or their rights guaranteed clearly run a greater risk of becoming a victim of enforced disappearance. Furthermore, the Convention provides that "[n]o one shall be held in secret detention" 69 and that places of detention must be officially recognized and supervised. Detainees must be allowed to communicate with their families and ensured access to legal remedies, which avoids migrants being placed outside the protection of the law. All these safeguards apply to the detention of migrants.
Compliance with these obligations is of paramount importance considering that the policies, laws and practices of States often do not recognize migrants as full rights holders (in spite of their international obligations under instruments such as the ICCPR), which makes migrants all the more vulnerable to human rights violations, including enforced disappearances. 70 Lastly, many States have adopted increasingly restrictive immigration policies in recent years, forcing migrants without the proper documents to choose migration routes that are dangerous 71 because they are partly controlled by criminal gangs or trafficking networks. 72 As mentioned above, the restrictive policies introduced by States and the increased use of immigration detention heighten the fears of irregular migrants who, rather than risk arrest and detention, prefer to take their chances on clandestine routes -and these routes, while having the "advantage" of less State monitoring, tend to be controlled by criminal groups.
Enforced disappearances in the context of deportations and pushbacks
Migrants can also be subjected to enforced disappearance once they have reached their destination or while they are in transit, particularly when the authorities decide to deport them to their country of origin or another country. Migrants are sometimes deported without the proper procedures and registration. In some cases, migrants intercepted by agents of the State are handed directly back to the authorities of the country of origin. The WGEID has come across cases of this kind over the years. In 1981, for example, it dealt with a case in which twenty-six nationals of El Salvador disappeared after being arrested by the Honduran security forces. Five of them were handed over directly to the authorities of El Salvador. Another, a Salvadorian refugee living in a refugee camp in Honduras, was forcibly returned to El Salvador following a raid on the camp by the Salvadorian army. 73 Similarly, in 1996, the Working Group received a case in which an Ethiopian refugee had disappeared after being arrested at a camp in Djibouti by the Djiboutian police and handed over to the Ethiopian authorities. 74 The Working Group has also examined cases involving Algerian migrants, known as harragas, who reportedly disappeared in Tunisian territorial waters while attempting to reach Italy by boat in 2007. These alleged disappearances occurred in the context of incidents in which harragas had been captured by the Tunisian coastguard in similar circumstances. 75 Other types of cases have also been documented by various civil society and international organizations. In southern Spain, for example, Spanish border officials have reportedly intercepted large numbers of migrants and handed them directly over to Moroccan border officials, without following the procedures required to ensure that their rights were respected. 76 A law was passed in 2014 to deal with "illegal immigration", establishing a special regime for Ceuta and Melilla and authorizing summary expulsions in these territories. 77 Therefore, migrants attempting to scale the fences along Spain's southern border can be arrested by the Spanish police and handed over to the Moroccan police without the Spanish authorities providing an effective asylum process. 78 It is important to note that the principle of non-refoulement prohibits States from returning migrants to their country of origin if they are likely to be exposed to the risk of human rights violations, including enforced disappearances. Any deportation must be the subject of an individual assessment in order to avoid such risks. 79 In connection with this issue, the Working Group expressed concern, following a visit to Spain in 2013, at claims that migrants had been expelled without formal procedures being followed, which prevented case-by-case consideration of whether they might have been at risk of enforced disappearance following deportation, as required by Article 8 of the Declaration. 80 Similar practices have also been documented by human rights organizations at the border between Morocco and Algeria. Migrants intercepted by immigration officials are reported to have been taken to remote desert areas, forced to cross the border and then left there to survive on their own without food or water. 81 Numerous other cases of this kind have been documented in different parts of the world, involving officials taking migrants to remote places and releasing them without ensuring their safety. 82 These examples illustrate how practices of this kind might not comply with the non-refoulement obligation and the duty that States have to ensure the right of "[a]ll persons deprived of liberty [to] be released in a manner permitting reliable verification that they have actually been released and, further, have been released in conditions in which their physical integrity and ability fully to exercise their rights are assured". 83 Another measure that can lead to the disappearance of migrants is the widespread and well-documented practice of "pushbacks". 84 This "technique", which consists of preventing migrants from crossing a border by forcibly returning them, before they even reach their destination, to the previous country of transit or to the country of origin they are fleeing from, denies them the legal protection to which they are entitled under international human rights law, asylum law 85 and the principle of non-refoulement. 86 Numerous cases of pushbacks have been documented by civil society organizations. For example, boatloads of migrants arriving at the sea border between Turkey and Greece have been intercepted by the coastguard and pushed back towards Turkey, 87 sometimes resulting in shipwreck. 88 Similarly, on the land border between Turkey and Bulgaria, migrants were reportedly intercepted, taken back across the border and released without food, while others intercepted after crossing the Bulgarian border were forced to head straight back to Turkey. 89 In the majority of cases, there were no registration procedures in place and migrants were denied the opportunity to make an asylum claim. 90 Following a visit to Turkey in 2016, the Working Group expressed concern about information it had received regarding the high number of mass returns of Syrian refugees by the Turkish State and the use of violence by border guards to prevent Syrian nationals from crossing the border into Turkey. 91 It observed that the Syrian situation increased the likelihood of enforced disappearances occurring and exposed the refugees who were returned to Syria to greater risk of suffering human rights violations. 92 Although it may not be accurate to equate pushbacks with enforced disappearances stricto sensu, there is no question that this practice makes migrants vulnerable and more likely to become victims of enforced disappearances. Moreover, it could trigger the responsibility that States have under the Convention and the Declaration, which, it must be remembered, prohibit States from returning migrants to a country where there are substantial grounds for believing that they would be in danger of enforced disappearance, and require States to release them in a manner permitting reliable verification that they have actually been released and ensuring their physical safety and ability to fully exercise their rights.
The problem of migrant smuggling and trafficking
It is important to recall that a significant proportion of migrant disappearances seem to be the result of migrant smuggling and trafficking operations carried out by private or non-State actors, 93 often as part of organized criminal activities. 94 In fact, more and more migrants are putting themselves in the hands of smugglers or taking more dangerous routes, which are often controlled by organized criminal gangs, to avoid the more restrictive controls established as a result of the harsher immigration policies adopted by States in recent years. 95 Although in some cases disappearances occurring as a result of smuggling or trafficking do not involve State actors -and do not therefore constitute enforced or involuntary disappearances in the strict sense of the term -in many others they are perpetrated with the support (direct or indirect), consent or acquiescence of agents of the State, rendering them "enforced disappearances" within the meaning of the Convention and Declaration.
Sometimes, agents of the State (such as border and immigration officials, police, port authorities, embassy and consulate employees or members of the armed forces) can be smugglers or traffickers themselves, organizing the smuggling or trafficking of migrants, facilitating undocumented migration or enabling the stay of irregular migrants. 96 At other times, they are indirectly involved in migrant smuggling and trafficking activities carried out by private actors, facilitating operations, allowing undocumented migrants to enter, providing fraudulent documents or simply turning a blind eye. 97 Migrant smuggling and trafficking activities are often carried out with the involvement or collaboration of corrupt State officials, and corruption and collusion are generally a critical part of such operations. 98 When migrants disappear either during their journey or at their destination as a result of being smuggled or trafficked, the direct or indirect involvement of government officials in these activities renders the incident an enforced disappearance within the meaning of the Convention and Declaration and can trigger the responsibility of the States concerned. It should also be noted that, in the vast majority of cases, corrupt officials are acting not in accordance with State policies or measures but in their own interests.
Various examples of this have been documented by international organizations and civil society. In Africa, networks have been detected that take migrants from Eritrea to Sudan, Ethiopia 99 and Egypt. 100 Likewise, in Libya, there have been reports of government officials being directly involved or collaborating in smuggling and trafficking operations that take migrants to Europe or Sudan. 101 Similar claims have been made in relation to Niger and elsewhere in the northern part of the continent. 102 In the Americas, several instances of enforced disappearance have been reported in Mexico, when migrants have either been captured by municipal, state or federal police and then handed over to criminal organizations or abducted jointly by members of the police and criminal organizations. 103 In other instances, criminal organizations have reportedly captured migrants with the support, consent or acquiescence of government officials, 104 who provided assistance and protection for the operations. 105 In Asia, it has been reported that Rohingya and Bangladeshi migrants, who went missing in Thailand and Malaysia, were captured by criminal gangs with the complicity of the authorities. 106 In addition to cases in which government officials are directly or indirectly involved in enforced disappearances of migrants, abductions originally carried out by private actors can be attributed to the State if government officials authorize or acquiesce to those actions a posteriori, even when a significant period of time has elapsed since the actual abduction. 107 Systematic situations of impunity in cases of missing migrants, owing to omissions by the State or the lack or inadequacy of investigations or legal proceedings, could also be considered a form of implicit authorization or acquiescence by the State within the meaning of the Declaration and Convention. 108 Additionally, the failure to conduct investigations and adopt appropriate measures to identify the remains of migrants found in common graves or at sea, for example, contributes to impunity and in itself constitutes an obstacle to tracing migrants who are still missing. 109 
Conclusion
Enforced or involuntary disappearances of migrants are sadly an increasingly common occurrence, and the international community has so far failed to deal with them satisfactorily. The thematic study conducted by the WGEID, submitted to the UN Human Rights Council in September 2017, will undoubtedly be of great interest to States and civil society, including the families of missing people and organizations that defend migrants' rights. 110 In fulfilment of its mandate to assist States in meeting their obligations under the Declaration, 111 the Working Group report formulates specific recommendations on preventing and punishing enforced disappearances and ensuring adequate reparation, where appropriate. These recommendations take into account the transnational nature of the disappearance of migrants and the obstacles faced by the families of missing migrants in exercising their right to truth and justice.
When studying the phenomenon of enforced disappearances of migrants and seeking ways to prevent and combat it, States must look at the root causes of the problem. These include increasingly restrictive government policies and the progressive militarization of borders, which put migrants in vulnerable situations, exposing them to heightened risks of human rights violations, including enforced disappearances. States must also crack down on criminal organizations that carry out migrant smuggling and trafficking operations.
States must do more to prevent disappearances by increasing transparency in immigration detention and deportation procedures, guaranteeing respect for migrants' rights to legal safeguards and ensuring that migrants are never returned to countries where they would be in danger of human rights violations.
States must also deliver on ensuring more effective implementation of the rights of the families of missing migrants in their pursuit of truth and justice, which is hampered by distance, administrative complications and language barriers. Given the transnational nature of the crime of enforced disappearance of migrants, it is crucial for governments to enhance inter-State cooperation in the areas of prevention, investigation and punishment and in reparation processes for victims. 112 It will be interesting to see whether, in the near future, other UN Special Procedures and international organizations will undertake studies similar to the one conducted by the WGEID in response to the migration crisis that has gripped different regions across the globe. Protection of migrants from enforced disappearance: A human rights perspective
